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stated the confidence you had placed in his good intentions,
though I avowed that I neither approved of his or your
desire of touching the construction of the House of Commons;
and in short if he grants the boon it will be owing to your
merit, not to niy intercession.

Apropos to the Duke, I can now tell you by the post
something I only hinted at ,* in short, you political speculatists
have sown such doubts in his very delicate and scrupulous
mind, that I wish he does not carry them much further than
you would desire. He is so struck with the idea of all men
having a right to choose their representatives, that he is
averse to the bill for excluding contractors (those locusts)
from the House of Commons. I knew this long ago, and
a melancholy advantage he will give to the enemy if he
joins with their iniquitous phalanx. Your friend and Arch-
bishop has convened his black colleagues to consult on
opposing that most essential bill. None of the bench but
St. Asaph2 and Peterborough3 were at Lord Rockingham's
levee, where I should have concluded they would all have
met, but either they are reserved for opposition to all the
constitutional or reforming bills, or have calculated that
the life of Cornwallis4 is worth more than the duration of
this ministry, or rather they reserve themselves for opposi-
tion because the odds lie on that side.

I also knew that the Duke of Eichmond absented himself
from Parliament because his friends did not come into the
plans relative to the alterations of Parliament; indeed, after
Mr. Conway's successful motion, the late ministers were on
the point of being beaten. The Lord Advocate turned the
debate, and saved them by urging that Mr. Fox was engaged
to support those alterations, which would be so unpalatable
to most of the members. I could then only hint these things

2 Dr. SMpley.                                   s Dr. Hmohliffe.

* ArokMshop of Canterbury.y asserted.
